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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1 .1 14, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
09/06/2006 has been entered. 

2. Claims 1-30 are cancelled; and now claims 31-51 are presented for examination. 

Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments filed 09/06/2006 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

3.1 During examination of the new submitted claims, the examiner notices that 
the claims now feature a third table and a number of identifying steps; however none of 
the claims are patentably distinct, as evidenced by the rejection set forth below. 

3.2 Applicant argues that Colby et al. does not teaches identifying each row in 
the first table that includes no data for the measure, the examiner respectfully disagrees 
relies on col .2 lines 1-23; and asserts that such data is simply a prediction and/ or a ruff 
estimation such as forecasting (see for example Colby et al. col.2 line 66-col.3 line 14); 
also see the tables definition in col. 19-20). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC S 1 01 

4. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 
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4.0 Claims 31-51 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claims merely 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. The claims do not produce a useful, concrete 
and tangible result. See MPEP 2106 [R2]. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

5.0 Claims 31-51 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Colby 
et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,480,836). 

5.1 In considering the independent claims 31,38, and 45, Colby et al. teaches 
the functional equivalence of a method in combination with first, second, and third tables 
of data, the first table organizing a first type according to a first attribute and a second 
attribute, the second table organizing a second type according to a third attribute, the 
third table organizing a third type according to the first attribute and the third attribute, in 
particular the steps of: modeling a measure according to the second type of the second 
table (fig.5A-B, col.7 line 42-col.8line 14); modeling a first dimension according to the 
third attribute of the second table (fig.5A-B, col.7 line 42-col.9 line 6); modeling a 
second dimension according to the second attribute of the first table (fig.5A-B, col.7 line 
42-col.9 line 6); tying the measure to the first dimension according to the third attribute 



Application/Control Number: 10/606,343 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2123 

of the second table to allow the measure to access data for the first dimension 
according to the third attribute (fig.1, 5, col. 7 line 42-col.9 line 6); and tying the measure 
to the second dimension by, for each entry of the first dimension, allocating a value of 
the measure for the entry of the first dimension by: identifying each row in the third table 
within which a value of the third attribute matches a value of the entry of the first 
dimension (fig.1A-D,5A-B, col.2 line 1-col.3 line 22); identifying a value of the first 
attribute within each identified row in the third table, and, for each identified value of the 
first attribute (fig.1A-D, col.2 line 1-col.3 line 22); identifying each row in the first table 
that includes the value of the first attribute, the first table including no data for the 
measure (fig.1A-D, col.2 line 1-col.3 line 22); identifying a value of the second attribute 
within each identified row in the first table ((fig.1A-D, col.2 line 1-col.3 line 22); and 
identifying each entry in the second dimension for which a value of the entry of the 
second dimension matches an identified value of the second attribute (fig.1A-D, col.2 
line 1-col.3 line 22); and allocating at least a portion of the value of the measure for the 
entry of the first dimension to at least one of each identified entry of the second dimension 
(fig.1A-D, col.2 line 1-col.3 line 22, col.6 lines 49-65). Colby et al. further the processor 
and memory of claim 45 (see fig. 3 and 7B). 

5.2 With regards to claims 32,39, and 46, Colby et al. teaches the step 
modeling the measure according to the second type of the second table, the second 
table comprising data stored in a relational database (fig.1A-D, 3 col.2 lines 1-23 and 
col. 5 lines 26-37). 
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5.3 As per claims 33,40, and 47, Colby et al. teaches the step of allocating a 
complete portion of the value of the measure for the entry of the first dimension to every 
identified entry of the second dimension (fig. 1A-D, col.2 line 1-col.3 line 22, col.6 lines 
49-65). 

5.4 Regarding claims 34,41 , and 48, Colby et al. teaches the step of allocating 
less than a complete portion of the value of the measure for the entry of the first 
dimension to each identified entry of the second dimension (fig. 1A-D, col.2 line 1-col.3 
line 22, col.6 lines 49-65). 

5.5 As per claims 35,42, and 49, Colby et al. teaches the step of allocating an 
even portion of the value of the measure for the entry of the first dimension to each 
identified entry of the second dimension (fig.1A-D, col.2 line 1-col.3 line 22, col.6 lines 
49-65). 

5.6 With regards to claims 36,43, and 50, Colby et al. teaches the step of 
allocating a proportional portion of the value of the measure for the entry of the first 
dimension to each identified entry of the second dimension (fig.1A-D, col.2 line 1-col.3 
line 22, col.6 lines 49-65). 

5.7 As per claims 37,44, and 51 , Colby et al. teaches the step of allocating a 
total value of the measure for the entry of the first dimension to a pre-determined 
principal identified entry of the second dimension (fig. 1A-D, col.2 line 1-col.3 line 22, 
col.6 lines 49-65). 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 
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6. Claims 31-51 are further rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Malloy (U.S. Patent No. 6,205,447). 

6.1 In considering the independent claims 31 ,38, and 45, Malloy teaches the 
functional equivalence of a method in combination with first, second, and third tables of 
data, the first table organizing a first type according to a first attribute and a second 
attribute, the second table organizing a second type according to a third attribute, the 
third table organizing a third type according to the first attribute and the third attribute, in 
particular the steps of: modeling a measure according to the second type of the second 
table (fig. 1-4 (322,418)] modeling a first dimension according to the third attribute of the 
second table (fig. 1-4), col.6 lines 12-59)] modeling a second dimension according to the 
second attribute of the first table (fig. 1-4, col.6 lines 12-59)] tying the measure to the first 
dimension according to the third attribute of the second table to allow the measure to 
access data for the first dimension according to the third attribute (fig. 1-4, col. 8 line 2- 
col.9 line 33); and tying the measure to the second dimension by, for each entry of the 
first dimension, allocating a value of the measure for the entry of the first dimension by: 
identifying each row in the third table within which a value of the third attribute matches 
a value of the entry of the first dimension {fig. 3-4, col.6 line 12-col. 7 line 63); identifying 
a value of the first attribute within each identified row in the third table, and, for each 
identified value of the first attribute (fig. 3-4, col.6 line 12-col. 7 line 63); identifying each 
row in the first table that includes the value of the first attribute, the first table including 
no data for the measure (fig.3-4, col.6 line 12-col.7 line 63); identifying a value of the 
second attribute within each identified row in the first table (fig.3-4, col.6 line 12-col.7 
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line 63); and identifying each entry in the second dimension for which a value of the 
entry of the second dimension matches an identified value of the second attribute (fig.3- 
4, col.6 line 12-col.7 line 63); and allocating at least a portion of the value of the 
measure for the entry of the first dimension to at least one of each identified entry of the 
second dimension {fig. 3-4, coL6 line 12-col.7 line 63). Malloy further the processor and 
memory of claim 45 (see fig. 1, colA line 62-col.5 line 13). 

6.2 With regards to claims 32,39, and 46, Malloy teaches the step modeling 
the measure according to the second type of the second table, the second table 
comprising data stored in a relational database (see fig.3-4 (322,418), also see 
abstract). 

6.3 As per claims 33,40, and 47, Malloy teaches the step of allocating a 
complete portion of the value of the measure for the entry of the first dimension to every 
identified entry of the second dimension (see fig.3-4, col.6 line 12-col. 7 line 63). 

6.4 Regarding claims 34,41 , and 48, Malloy teaches the step of allocating less 
than a complete portion of the value of the measure for the entry of the first dimension 
to each identified entry of the second dimension (see fig.3-4, col.6 line 12-col. 7 line 63). 

6.5 As per claims 35,42, and 49, Malloy teaches the step of allocating an even 
portion of the value of the measure for the entry of the first dimension to each identified 
entry of the second dimension (see fig.3-4, col.6 line 12-col. 7 line 63), 

6.6 With regards to claims 36,43, and 50, Malloy teaches the step of allocating 
a proportional portion of the value of the measure for the entry of the first dimension to 
each identified entry of the second dimension (see fig.3-4, coL6 line 12-col. 7 line 63). 
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6.7 As per claims 37,44, and 51 , Malloy teaches the step of allocating a total 
value of the measure for the entry of the first dimension to a pre-determined principal 
identified entry of the second dimension (see fig. 3-4, col.6 line 12-coiJ line 63). 

Conclusion 

7. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

7.1 Shah et al. reference numbers (USPG_PUB 2002/0059267) disclose a 
method for determining data queries to be sent by an analytical server monitoring 
system (RDBMS) by using hierarchical level metadata to describe the various 
structures. 

7.2 Roussopoulos et al (USPG_PUB No. 2003/0126143) teaches a method 
relating to data warehouses and ability to create and maintain data cubes of a multi- 
dimensional data. 

7.3 Nwabueze et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,775,675) teaches a method for 
abstracting data from various data structures and managing the presentation of data. 

7.4 Yamashita (U.S. Patent No. 6,985,906) teaches a method and system for 
multidimensional database management. 

8. Claims 31-51 are rejected and this action is non-final. Any inquiry concerning this 
communication or earlier communications from the examiner should be directed to 
Andre Pierre-Louis whose telephone number is 571-272-8636. The examiner can 
normally be reached on Mon-Fri, 8:00AM-4:30PM. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Paul L. Rodriguez can be reached on 571-272-3753. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



October 3, 2006 




